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Interview Summary 

1 . On March 7, 2007, a telephone conversation with George Oran was made to discuss the 
Election/Restriction requirement. George Oran left a telephone voice message on March 13, 
2007, a provisional election was made without traverse to prosecute the invention of Group 1 : 
claims 1-4, 6, 8 and 12-15 Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to 
this Office action. Claims 5, 7, 9-1 1 and 16-17 are withdrawn from further consideration by the 
examiner, 37 GFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct species of u 
the claimed invention. Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 
121: 

Claims 1, 2, 6 and 12-13 are generic. 

Species I. Claims 3-4, 8 and 14-15 are drawn to a method for comprehensively 
determining a trading partner, classified in class 705, subclass 35. 

Claimed as one embodiment of the invention, select trading partners in order of 
decreasing value of the data represented in numerical form, after the addition. 

Species II. Claims 3, 5, 9 and 16-17 are drawn to a method of selecting trading 
partners in order of decreasing value of the data represented in numerical form, after 
multiplication, classified in class 705, subclass 35. 

Claimed as another embodiment of the invention, multiplying the weighted data 
represented in numerical form by the price difference represented in numerical form and 
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selecting trading partners in decreasing value of the data represented in numerical form, after the 
multiplication. 

Species ID. Claims 10-11 and 17 are drawn to a method for choosing a selecting 
routine from a plurality of predetermined selecting routines, classified in class 705, subclass 35. 

Claimed as another embodiment of the invention, selecting routine which functions to 
select the trading partner having the highest value of the weighted data represented in numerical 
form provided that no trading partner has represented a bidding price equal or greater than the 
target price. 

3. Applicant's election without traverse of Group 1 : claims 1-4, 6, 8 and 12-15, in the reply 
over the phone message on March 13, 2007 is acknowledged. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

l. The drawing, 7(b) is objected to because the drawing contains the phase "-10% above" in 
foreign language. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the 
sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended 
drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the 
appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the 
remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of 
the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/03 1,452 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3691 

necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after 
the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" 
or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-3 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being unpatentable by 
Walker et al., U.S. Patent No.: 5,794,207 (PTO-892 form A). 

3. As per claim 1, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability of a 
trading partner, in a bidding system with which trading partners present their bidding prices via a 
network, in response to a matter presented by a buyer company, comprising: 

a trading partner database for storing data representing capabilities of the trading 
partners, in numerical form; and a controller arranged to read the data on the trading partners 
represented in numerical form (see column 16, lines 29-43 and column 19, lines 18-21, where 
"window seat is worth two points, an aisle seat is one point, a nonstop flight four point, etc. and 
ten point" is equivalent of "in numerical form"), from the trading partner database (see column 
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13, lines 1 1-22), on receiving the bidding prices and to select a trading partner or trading partners 
for the matter, based on the bidding prices and the data represented in numerical form (see 
column 1 1, lines 44-50, column 16, lines 29-43 and column 33, line 66-column 34, line 4) . 

4. As per claim 2, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability of a 
trading partner, according to claim 1 described above. Walker et al. further teaches: 

wherein the data representing capabilities of the trading partners (see column 12, lines 
13-15 and 56-67) , in numerical form, stored in the trading partner database are data representing 
capabilities of the trading partners on a plurality of estimation items, in numerical form, based on 
any of information on the trading partners, obtained from the trading partners (see column 13, 
lines 11-38 and column 16, lines 29-43), information concerning estimation of the trading 
partners, kept by the buyer company and business information concerning the trading partners 
(see abstract and column 9, lines 14-22), obtained from external credit-ranking agencies (see 
column 9, lines 1-22). 

5. As per claim 3, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability of a 
trading partner, Walker et al. teaches according to claim 1 described above. Walker et al. further 
teaches: 

wherein the controller is further arranged to weight the data indicating capabilities of the 
trading partners, in numerical form, according to an article subjected to the bidding and to select 
a trading partner or trading partners for the matter, based on bidding prices of the trading 
partners and the weighted data represented in numerical form (see column 16, lines 12-45 and 
column 13, lines 17-38). 
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6. As per claim 12, Walker et al. teaches a method for comprehensively determining a 
trading partner by a system comprising a database storing data representing capabilities of 
trading partners, in numerical form and a controller, the method comprising the following steps 
performed by the controller: 

receiving bidding prices from the trading partners (see column 13, lines 23-34); reading . 
data on the trading partners, in numerical form, from the trading partner database (see column 
13, lines 10-38 and column 16, lines 12-45); and selecting a trading partner or trading partners 
for the matter based on the received bidding prices and the read data represented in numerical 
form (see column 11, lines 44-50, column 16, lines 29-43 and column 33, lines 66-column 34, 
line 4). 

7. As per claim 13, Walker et al. teaches a method for comprehensively determining a 
trading partner, according to claim 12 described above. Walker et al. further teaches wherein the 
data representing capabilities of the trading partners, in numerical form, stored in the trading 
partner database are data representing capabilities of the trading partners on a plurality of 
estimation items, in numerical form, based on any of information on the trading partners, 
obtained from the trading partners, information concerning estimation of the trading partners, 
kept by the buyer company and business information concerning the trading partners (see 
column 11, lines 44-50, column 16, lines 29-43 and column 33, lines 66-column 34, line 4), 
obtained from external credit-ranking agencies (see column 9, lines 1-22). 

8. As per claim 14, Walker et al. teaches a method for comprehensively determining a 
trading partner, according to claim 12 described above. Walker et al. further teaches the 
following steps performed by the controller: 
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Weighing the data representing capabilities of trading partners, in numerical form, 
according to an article subjected to the bidding (see column 16, lines, lines 29-43); and selecting 
a trading partner or trading partners for the matter, based on the bidding prices and the weighted 
data represented in numerical form (see column 11, lines 40-50 and column 33, line 66-column 
34, line 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the imention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 4, 6, 8 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker et al., U.S. Patent No.: 5,794,207 (PTO-892 form A) in view of Chaves, Pub. No.: US 
2001/0044769 A2 (PTO-892 form B). 

11. As per claim 4, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability of a 
trading partner, according to claim 3 described above. Walker et al. does not teach wherein the 
controller is further arranged to represent a difference between the bidding price and a target 
price predetermined for the matter, in numerical form, to add the price difference represented in 
numerical form to the weighted data represented in numerical form and to select trading partners 
in order of decreasing value of the data represented in numerical form, after the addition. Chaves 
teaches wherein the controller is further arranged to represent a difference between the bidding 
price and a target price predetermined for the matter, in numerical form, to add the price 
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difference represented in numerical form to the weighted data represented in numerical form and 
to select trading partners in order of decreasing value of the data represented in numerical form, 
after the addition (see page 3, U 0063 and page 4, 0118). 

Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add the controller is further arranged to represent a difference between 
the bidding price and a target price predetermined for the matter, in numerical form, to add the 
price difference represented in numerical form to the weighted data represented in numerical 
form and to select trading partners in order of decreasing value of the data represented in 
numerical form, after the addition feature to the system for determining overall capability of a 
trading party of Walker et al. because Chaves teaches that adding the feature helps to provide 
vast amounts of technical and other pertinent data/documentation, thereby allowing for more 
informed and rational decisions regarding purchase (see page 1, 0017). 

12. As per claim 6, Walker et al. teaches a system for determining overall capability of a 
trading partner, according to claim 1 described above. Walker et al. does not teach wherein the 
controller is further arranged to choose a selecting routine from a plurality of predetermined 
selecting routines, according to an article subjected to the bidding and to select a trading partner 
or trading partners for the matter by executing the chosen selecting routine. Chaves teaches the 
controller is further arranged to choose a selecting routine from a plurality of predetermined 
selecting routines, according to an article subjected to the bidding and to select a trading partner 
or trading partners for the matter by executing the chosen selecting routine (see page 3, f 0058- 
0063, 0069, 0073-0075 and 0087-0090). 
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Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add the controller is further arranged to choose a selecting routine 
from a plurality of predetermined selecting routines, according to an article subjected to the 
bidding and to select a trading partner or trading partners for the matter by executing the chosen 
selecting routine feature to the system for determining overall capability of a trading party of 
Walker et al. because Chaves teaches that adding the feature helps to provide vast amounts of 
technical and other pertinent data/documentation, thereby allowing for more informed and 
rational decisions regarding purchase (see page 1, ^ 0017). 

13. As per claim 8, Walker et^al. teaches a system for determining overall capability of a 
trading partner, according to claim 6 described above. Walker et al. does not teach wherein the 
plurality of predetermined selecting routines include a selecting routine which functions to 
represent a difference between the bidding price and a target price predetermined for the matter, 
in numerical form, to add the price difference represented in numerical form to the weighted data 
represented in numerical form and to select trading partners in order of decreasing value of the 
data represented in numerical form, after the addition. Chaves teaches wherein the plurality of 
predetermined selecting routines include a selecting routine which functions to represent a 
difference between the bidding price and a target price predetermined for the matter, in 
numerical form, to add the price difference represented in numerical form to the weighted data 
represented in numerical form and to select trading partners in order of decreasing value of the 
data represented in numerical form, after the addition (see page 3, U 0058-0063, 0069, 0073-0075 
and 0087-0090; page 4, 0118). 
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Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add selecting routines include a selecting routine which functions to 
represent a difference between the bidding price and a target price predetermined for the matter, 
in numerical form, to add the price difference represented in numerical form to the weighted data 
represented in numerical form and to select trading partners in order of decreasing value of the 
data represented in numerical form, after the addition feature to the system for determining 
overall capability of a trading party of Walker et al. because Chaves teaches that adding the 
feature helps to provide vast amounts of technical and other pertinent data/documentation, 
thereby allowing for more informed and rational decisions regarding purchase (see page 1, U 
0017). 

14. As per claim 15, Walker et al. teaches a method for comprehensively determining a 
trading partner, according to claim 14 described above. Walker et al. does not teach representing 
a difference between the bidding price and a target price predetermined for the matter, in 
numerical form; adding the price difference and selecting trading partners in order of decreasing 
value of the data represented in numerical form, after the addition. Chaves et al. further teaches 
comprising the following steps performed by the controller: 

representing a difference between the bidding price and a target price predetermined for 
the matter, in numerical form (see page 3, ^ 0063); adding the price difference (see page 3, K 
0063) and selecting trading partners in order of decreasing value of the data represented in 
numerical form, after the addition (see page 4, 1 01 18). 

Therefore, it would be prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add a difference between the bidding price and a target price 
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predetermined for the matter, in numerical form; adding the price difference and selecting 
trading partners in order of decreasing value of the data represented in numerical form, after the 
addition feature to the system for determining overall capability of a trading party of Walker et 
al. because Chaves teaches that adding the feature helps to provide vast amounts of technical and 
other pertinent data/documentation, thereby allowing for more informed and rational decisions 
regarding purchase (see page 1, 0017). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marissa Liu whose telephone number is 571-270-1370. The 
examiner can normally be reached on IFP. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Alexander G. Kalinowski can be reached on 571-272-671 1. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





ALEXANDER KAUNOWWI 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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